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Sir: 

In response to the "FAILURE TO ACCEPTABLY RESPOND TO NOTICE OF NON- 
COMPLIANT AMENDMENT" letter of Februar>^ 10, 2005: the objections and rejections are 
traversed for the following reasons: 

(1) the letter is mistaken, in that the office communication mailed November 17, 
2004 is a not a "Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment"; 

(2) the November 17 letter was provided by the Examiner in response to Applicant's 
election per a restriction requirement - not an "amendment" to the claims; 

(3) the letter from the Examiner merely asks for the Applicant to elect a single 
species and provide a "Ust" of the claims readable on the elected species: 

The reply filed on 08/25/2004 \% not fully rcbpunsivu to ihu priur OfHce Action because of the following omission(5) or mattcr(s): 
Applicant failed to elect a single disclosed species and ta prov:dc z ccmpkic iis: of thu ctaims readable on ihe ^J^c^^d species as 
required in the election requirement sent on 05/11/2004. Sirxe the above-mentioned reply cppuurs to be bona fide, applicant is given 
ONh ) MONTH or TIIIRIY \IZ) DAYS tron: th'j mailino dale of this notice, uhichever is longer, within which to supply the 
omibbiun or correctiiHi in order Co av^Id ubandonxcnt. EXrhNSIOKS OF THiS TIME PLRICD MAY Ui: GKAS1 l:D UNDiVti 37 
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(4) This "list of claims readable on the elected species" was given to the I^xaminer in 
the Su pple mental response : 49 - 60. This response from the Applicant therefore 
was a response to a restriction requirement, not an amendment of the claims 
under 37 C.F.R. 1.121. This is confirmed by the I^xarmner's own letter, which 
makes no mention of a "non-compliant" amendment . 

(5) Since there is no amendment filed yet in this case by Applicants that falls within 
37 C.F.R. 1.121, the rejection in the most recent letter - based on failing to file a 
separate complete listing of the claims is traversed . 

Nonetheless, to the extent that the Examiner feels that an exception should be made in this 
instance, and to facilitate prompt examination, a complete listing of the claims is attached below. 
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